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warranted, and, to Asquith's amusement, claimed for his Newcastle 1909
speech that it was a signal example of moderation.   In a letter to Age 5a
Asquith, Lord Rnollys begged him not to " pretend to the King "
that he liked Mr. Lloyd George's speeches, for the King would not
believe it, and it only irritated him.
But the King, who wished above all things to avoid another
collision between the two Houses, had serious grounds for misgiving.
He had tried in vain to prevent the Peers from rejecting the Licensing
Bill in the previous year, and now he saw them hardening towards
the rejection of the Budget—a thing thought to be beyond the pale
of constitutional possibilities. Early in October Asquith was
summoned to Balmoral, and a note dated 6th October gives the
gist of his conversations with the King :
balmoral castle.
Oct. 6, 1909.
I saw the King immediately on my arrival. He entered almost at
once on the subject of the Budget and the Lords.
He asked me whether I thought he was well within constitutional
lines in taking upon himself to give advice to, and if necessary put
pressure upon, the Tory leaders at this juncture.
I replied that I thought what he was doing and proposing to do,
perfectly correct, from a constitutional point of view ; that the nearest
analogy was the situation and action of William IV, at the time of the
Reform Bill; in both cases the country was threatened with a revolution
at the hands of the House of Lords.
He said that, in that case, he should not hesitate to see both Balfour
and Lansdowne on his return to London.
He went on to say that they might naturally ask what, if they persuaded
the Lords to pass the Budget, they were to get in return. It had occurred
to Tiim that the best answer would be : " An appeal to the country—
such as you say you want: only after and not before the final decision
on the Budget" ; in other words a dissolution and general election in
January.
What had I to say to this ? Should I approve his holding such language
to them ?
I replied that I should like more time for consideration before giving
a definite answer, but I would venture at once to put before him the
points which prima facie suggested themselves.
First I would look at his proposal from their point of view, i.e. that
of the Tory leaders. I doubted whether it would have many attractions
for them. It means a general election immediately after the Lords, who
had been egged on to resistance for months by the whole party press and
platform, had climbed down and given in; not an exhilarating or
stimulating situation from a party point of view. Further, they might
well calculate that they had more to gain than to lose from a delay which
could not in any case be very prolonged—in the facts (a) that the sting
of the agitation against the H. of Lords would have been removed by

